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4 

RUSSELL PENN TRUITT, 

Edge Row, Darien, Connecticut, 

Sworn . 

DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. CARUSO: 

Q. Sir, would you state your name. 

A. Russell Penn Truitt. 

Q. Thank you. 

MR. CARUSO: Before we begin, Mr. 
Kenney, let me ask you this: It is my 

understanding that Mr. Truitt is being produced 
here today pursuant to a notice to take his 
deposition as opposed to a notice by description. 

Is my understanding correct? 

MR. KENNEY: Yes. There's a notice 
to take oral deposition, and it's my claim that 
it's directed to Russell P. Truitt, right. 

Q. Mr. Truitt, my name is Tony Caruso. 

I'm with the law firm that represents a gentleman 
by the name of George Flynn who brought this 
lawsuit instituted against American Tobacco 
Company. Mr. Flynn is alleging that he sustained 
physical injury as a result of smoking Pall Mall 
cigarettes over, approximately, 40 years. 

You are here today to permit me to 
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5 

R. P. Truitt - direct 

interrogate you with respect to certain areas of 
the lawsuit which I perceive relevant. If at any 
time during this proceeding your attorney 
interjects an objection to one of my questions, 
kindly let him place his objection on the record. 

If your attorney advises you not to 
answer any of the questions that I present'to you, 
then you have to make a decision. You are free to 
follow your attorney's advice or you are free to 
answer the question. 

If at any point a question I present 
to you is inarticulate or you do not understand it, 
and more than likely there will be several of the 
former, kindly ask me to rephrase the question. 

You're under oath. Any responses you 
give me to any of the questions presented to you I 
will assume that you understood the question and 
you're giving your response in good faith and to 
the best of your knowledge. 

The young woman sitting to your left 
is a Court Stenographer. She is going to take 
down every spoken word in this room today, be it 
by me, you or anybody else who's present. She can 
not take down a nod of the head or a shrug of the 
shoulders. Even though everyone else in the room 

waga and spinelli ' MNAT 00020393 
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6 

R. p. Truitt - direct 

will know what you mean by a nod of the head, you 
have to verbalize all of your responses. 

If at any time you would like to take 
a break, for whatever reason, just indicate that, 
and we'll try to accommodate you. I'd like to add 
that nobody here today is going to attempt to 
trick you or deceive you in any way. If you have 
any questions, just.feel free to ask. Don't sit 
back and wonder. 

You should know that at some point 
the Court Stenographer is going to transcribe into 
booklet form what is spoken here today, and it can 
be used for or'against you or American Tobacco 
Company at the time of trial, of course subject to 
the appropriate objections of counsel. 

Do you have any questions of me or 
anyone else before we begin? 

A. NO . 


Q. What is your understanding -- 

MR. CARUSO: I'm sorry. 

MR. KENNEY: I was just going to make 

the one comment that I thought was very useful 
during the deposition of Mr. Lougee, in that if 
Pall Mall was referred to, we would understand 
that it was the Pall Mall unfiltered ciqarette in 

waga and spinelli 00020394 
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7 

R. P. Truitt - direct 

the red pack that was being referred to unless 
counsel would alert you or tell you that it was 
some different cigarette. 

Q* Yes. For your own identification, 

Mr. Truitt, Mr. Flynn smoked Pall Mall cigarettes 
in the red package, unfiltered, throughout his, in 
quotes, smoking life, unquote. 

If I ask you about Pall Mall, Pall 
Mall, however I say it, we're referring to the 
Pall Mall in the red package unfiltered. Okay? 

A. (Witness nods head in the affirmative.) 

Q. What is your understanding as to why 

you are here today? 

A. My understanding of why I am here today is 

to answer the questions that you deliver to me 
truthfully and to the best of my knowledge. 

Q. You understand that there is a 

lawsuit in which American Tobacco Company is a 
defendant wherein it is alleged that the plaintiff 
sustained injuries as a result of his smoking a 
tobacco product manufactured by American Tobacco 
Company? 

A. I do. 


Q. 

address . 


Can you tell me your address current 

MNAT 00020395 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 
A. My current address? 

Q. Yes , sir. 

REDACTED 
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Q. Darien seems like a popular place for 

American Tobacco employees. 

By whom are you presently employed? 

A. By American Brands. 

Q. By American Brands. In what capacity 

i are vou employed? 

i 

I 

A. I am Executive Vice-president of the 

American Tobacco Company, a division of American 
3r ands . 


I Q. In the 

I 

| who would be senior 
| A. Mr. Lougee. 

I C. Anyone 

A. No. 


hierarchical scheme 
to you at American 

else? 


of th 
oba cc 


nc s 


■5 


Q. Are there any other Executive 

Vice-presidents who would be equal to you? 

A. One other. 

Q. And that is? 

A. Thomas C. Hays. 

Q. Can you give me your date of birth, 


sir? 

A. - 5/29/30. 
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9 

R. P. Truitt - direct 

Q. Where were you born? 

A. Guilford County, North Carolina. 

Q• When you say Guilford County, is 

there a particular city or town or municipality 
within Guilford County where you were born? 

A. There's a small town called Summerfield. 

Q. So your place of birth is Summerfield, 

North Carol ina? 

A. Actually, I wasn't born in Summerfield. I 
was born in the County on -- out on a farm. 

Q. Where did you reside? 

A. Excuse me? 

Q. I assume you resided with your 

parents? 

A. with my parents. 

Q. Where was that? 

A. In Guilford County, North Carolina. 

Q. For how long? 

A. Till 1951. 

Q. You resided at the same residence for, 

approximately, 21 years? 

A. Yes. 


Q. What was your father's 

A. Marvin Lee Truitt. 

Q . And your mother? 

waga and spinelli - - 
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10 

R. p. Truitt - direct 
A. Edna Lindsay Truitt. 

Q • Do you have any brothers or sisters? 

A. I have one brother. 

Q. His name/ sir? 

A. Kenneth Ray Truitt. 

Q. Is your father still alive today? 

A. No. 

Q. And your mother? 

A. Yes. 


Q. Where does your mother reside? 

A. In Greensboro, North Carolina. 

Q. Your brother, sir, is he alive? 

A. Excuse me? 

Q. Is your brother alive? 

A. Yes. 


Q. Where does he reside? 

A. Kansas City. 

Q. What is his occupation, sir? 

A. He is vice-president of a hospital; in 

hospital administration. 

Q. Do you know the name of the hospital? 

A. I do not. 

Q. Do you know if it is a specialty 

hospital as such or is it just a regular old 
hospital? MNAT 00020398 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 
A. I don't know. 

Q* Does your brother have a training in 

medicine, a background in medicine? 

A. No . 

Q• Simply administration? 

A. Data processing administration. 

Q. 2fou indicated that you lived on a 

farm. Is that correct? 

A. Yes. 

Q. What type of farm was it? 

A. I -- 

Q. Okay. 

MR. KENNEY: Do you know what -- 

Q. Was it a family-owned business? 

A. A family farm, yes. 

Q. How large was it? 

A. A hundred and eighteen acres. 

Q. Was it a produce farm or was it a 

cattle farm or -- 
A. Tobacco farm. 

Q. When you said a "family farm," did 

you mean to say your father's farm or had it been 
in the family prior to your father? 

MNAT 00020399 
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Q. Your grandmother on your father's 
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R. p. Truitt - direct 
side? 


A. Yes . 

Q. For how long had the farm been in the 

family? Can you approximate how many years? 

Let's say, at the time you were born in 1930? 

A. Approximately, 20 years. 

Q. Can you give me the benefit of your 

educational background? 

A. Yes. High school at Summerfield High School 

and an AB in economics at Guilford College. 

Q. When did you graduate high school, 

sir? 

A. 1947. 

Q. When did you obtain your AB from 

Guilford? 


A. 1957. 

Q. Did you work on your family farm? 

A. 1 did. 

Q. As a youth? 

A. As a youth, yes. 

Q. Did you have any other -- let’s use a 

cutoff date; high school. Prior to the time you 
graduated high school, did you work anywhere else 
other than on the family farm? 

A. No. MNAT 00020400 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

1 Q. What did you do in 1947 upon 

2 graduating high school? 

3 A. Excuse me? 

4 Q. After you graduated high school, what 

5 did you do? 

6 A. I enrolled at Guilford College in the fall 

7 of '48 -- excuse me, fall of '47. 

8 Q. At that time, were you pursuing a 

9 particular course of study? 

10 A. Taking general basic freshman courses. 

11 Q. Did you still work on the family farm? 

12 A. I d id . 

13 Q. You've indicated to me earlier that 

14 you obtained your degree in 1957. Were you a 

( 15 full-time student at Guilford commencing in the 

16 fall of '47 or were you simply enrolled and taking 

17 courses? 

18 A. I was enrolled in the * 4 7/* 48 school year 

19 and the fall of *48 school year, and then I was 

20 out of school in the spring. I enrolled at the 

21 University of North Carolina, *49/'50 school year, 

22 and then I was out of school, and then I enrolled 

23 at Guilford in '55 and graduated in '57. 

24 Q. Up through the school year 1950 at 

25 the University of North Carolina, during this time, 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

were you still working at home? 


A. Yes . 


Yes . 


On the farm? 


Q. What did you do after you left the 

University of North Carolina in 1950? 

A. For approximately two years, I worked in a 


machine shop 


Where was that, sir? 


Greensboro, North Carolina. 

Q. In what capacity? 

Floor mechanic; stockroom clerk. 


What did you do in, approximately, 


19 52? 


A. March of '53, I went in the Service. 


Did you enlist, sir, or were you 


drafted? 


18 A. I was drafted. 


How long were you in the Service? 


20 A. Two years. 


What branch? 


22 A. 


Signal Corps 


That brings us up to, approximately, 


24 March of '55? 


25 A. March of '55, right. 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

Q. When was the last time that you 

worked on the family farm? Would it be prior to 
your going to Greensboro and working in the 
machine shop? 

A. No. I worked on the family farm again in 
the summer of '55 prior to re-entering college. 

Q. Then you re-entered Guilford College? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And completed your degree 


10 

requirements? 




11 

A . 

Yes 

• 




12 


Q. 

Did you live 

at home 

while 

you were 

13 

attend ing 

Gui1 ford? 




14 

A . 

No . 

I was married. 




15 


Q. 

Were you working on 

the family farm 

16 

while 

yo u 

were attending Guilford 

•> 


17 

A. 

The 

first part of my 

tenure 

, as I 

said 

18 

before 

, I 

did work on the 

family 

farm. 

The last 

19 

two years 

, I did not work 

on the 

family 

farm. 

20 


Q. 

When did you 

get married? 


21 

A. 

March 24, 1951. 




22 


Q. 

Can you tell 

me what 

your 

wife's 

23 

maiden 

, name was? 




24 

A . 

Bernice Cleary (phonetic). 



25 


Q. 

Where was she 

from? 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

A. Roanoke Rapids, North Carolina. 

Q* Now, you grew up on, essentially, a 

tobacco farm. Does that mean that your family 
grew tobacco? 

A. Yes . 

Q. A hundred and eighteen acres, is that 

considered a large farm? Small farm? Average 
size farm? 

A. In that area; an average size farm. 

0 . I assume that your family sold the 

tobacco once the crop was harvested? 

A. It was our cash crop, yes. 

Q. Can you explain to me, if you know, 

the mechanics of how one sells their crop? 

A. At the time I was on the farm, when I grew 
up and was working on the farm, you harvested the 
tobacco as it ripened, and we were in the 
flue-cured tobacco area; harvest the leaves as 
they ripen, from the bottom to the top. 

You stored it in your packhouse or warehouse, 
and then in the fall -- this would be done during 
the summer. In the fall, your tobacco would be 
tied in bundles and delivered to warehouses which 
are owned by individuals or companies or 
partnerships or whatever and sold at auction. 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

The tobacco companies would have their 
buyers on the floor, and the auctioneer would 
auction the tobacco pile by pile, and the tobacco 
would be bought by companies. 

Q. What is the term "flue-cured"? 

A. Excuse me? 

Q. Flue-cured tobacco? 

A. The leaves are harvested in a green ripened 

state, placed in a curing barn where heat is 
applied to the tobacco in varying degrees until 
the color of the leaf -- the leaf is dried and the 
color is established, and then the stem is dried. 

Q. Are there other types of tobacco in 

addition to flue-cure? 

A. yes. 


Q. Can you tell me what they are? 

A. There's burley, there's Maryland, and 
there's orienta1. 

Q. Is there a distinction between the 

three or the four, other than perhaps the way 
they're grown or harvested? Is it, essentially, a 
taste difference? 

A. There is a taste difference, yes. 

Q . Are there other differences? 


A. The burley tobacco is an air-cured tobacco 


waga and spineili 


MNAT 0 0 0 2 0 4 0 5 405 Northfitid Av«nu« 

ui.M ........ *• » 


http://legacyJibrary.ucsf.e0u^id)kj<jt(lffHO/2Wpffllfv.industrydocuments. ucsf.edu/docs/yggl0001 




1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


PROTECTED BY MINNESOTA TOBACCO LITIGATION PROTECTIVE ORDER 

18 

R. P. Truitt - direct 

and would be different in the -- from the 
flue-cured in taste, yes. 

Q. Are there any illnesses or diseases 

associated with the growing or harvesting or 
curing of tobacco that you know of? 

Let me give you an example. Coal 
miner's black lung disease; people who work with 
asbestos get asbestosis; some people who harvest 
cotton get byssinosis. 

Do you know of any illnesses or 
diseases that people who work with tobacco -- 
forget about smoking -- who grow tobacco, harvest 
tobacco, cure tobacco. Are there any illnesses or 
diseases that you know of that are associated with 
that? 


A. Not that I know of. 

Q. Would flue-cured tobacco be used in 

the manufacture of certain types of cigarettes? 

A. Yes . 


Q. Can you tell me, at the time you were 

involved on the family farm, what types of 
cigarettes flue-cured tobacco was used in? 

A. When I was on the farm, I did not know which 
cigarettes used flue-cured tobacco. 

Q. At some point thereafter, I take it 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

that you obtained such knowledge. Is that correct? 
A. Yes . 

Q. Can you tell me what types of 

cigarettes incorporate flue-cured tobacco in their 
manufacturing process? 

A. Most — to my knowledge/ the most of the 

cigarettes that are produced in this country today 
use some flue-cured tobacco. 

Q. Those cigarettes that do not use 

flue-cured tobacco, what type of tobacco do they 
use? 

A. I can't tell you. 

•Q. Is the farm still in the family? 

A. Yes . 

Q. Is it still an operating entity? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Who owns the farm today? 

A. The farm that I grew up on is owned by my 
brother today. 

Q. I assume then that he employs 

somebody to operate the farm for him? 

Still growing tobacco? 

°OOZ °*° 7 


A. Yes . 

Q. 

A. Yes. 


Q. Still growing flue-cured 
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A. Yes . 

Q• Is that a regional thing? In other 

words, flue-cured tobacco is grown in Guilford 
County, and hurley tobacco is grown someplace else. 
Does it have something to do with geography? 

A. Yes. Flue-cured tobacco is grown in 

Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, 
and Florida. The hurley is grown in Tennessee, 
Kentucky; in the mountains. 

Q. Why the difference? Simply because 

people choose to grow a certain type of tobacco or 
does it have something to do with the climate or 
the soil or something like that? 

A. I believe it has something to do with the 

soil. 

Q. Upon graduating Guilford, did you 

seek employment? 

A. Yes . 

Q. Did you obtain employment? 

A. Yes. 

Q. With whom? 

A. The American Tobacco Company. 

Q. And that was in? 


24 


A. 


June 17, 1957. 


25 


Q. Wher e wa s this ? 
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Yes . 


Is that a regional thing? In other 


3 words, flue-cured tobacco is grown in Guilford 

4 County, and burley tobacco is grown someplace else. 

5 Does it have something to do with geography? 

6 A. Yes. Plue-cured tobacco is grown in 

7 Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, 

8 and Florida. The burley is grown in Tennessee, 

9 Kentucky; in the mountains. 

10 Q. Why the difference? Simply because 

11 people choose to grow a certain type of tobacco or 

12 does it have something to do with the climate or 

13 the soil or something like that? 


14 A. 


I believe it has something to do with the 


15 soil. 


Upon graduating Guilford, did you 


17 seek employment? 


18 A. 


Yes . 


Did you obtain employment? 


20 A. 


Yes . 


With whom? 


22 A. 


The American Tobacco Company. 


And that was in? 


24 A. 


June 17, 1957 


Where was this? 


Mnat 


°002 0 4 C 
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A. Reidsville, North Carolina. 

Q. What type of facility did American 

Tobacco have in Reidsville? 

A. American Tobacco had a cigarette 
manufacturing plant in Reidsville. They also had 
a leaf processing plant for redrying and stemming 
tobacco . 

Q. What brands of cigarettes were 

manufactured at Reidsville in 1957? 

A. Lucky Strike and Pall Mall. 

Q. Were the cigarettes also packaged at 

this facility? 

A. Yes . 

Q. When you say "Pall Mall," are you 

referring to the Pall Mall in the red package> 
unfiltered? 

A. Yes. 


Q. In what capacity were you first 

employed by American Tobacco? 

A. I started as a trainee supervisor. 

Q. Of what? 

A. I was training to be a supervisor in the 
manufacturing facility. 

Q . What were your job responsibilities? 

A. I had very little job responsibility in the 
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1 beginning stages; just exposure and learning 

2 process and being exposed to the total operations 

3 at the Reidsville location. 

4 Q. What did that entail? What did you 

5 do on a day-to-day basis? 

6 A. I went through each of the departments that 

7 were doing different things where the tobacco was 

8 bought from the auction and was brought into the 

9 leaf processing plant. It was redryed and packed 

10 into containers. It was stored to age, and then 

11 it was -- the stem was removed and it was blended -- 

12 the entire operation. 

13 Q. The entire process? 


14 A. 


Yeah . 


How long did you hold the position of 


16 a trainee supervisor? 


17 A. 


I really -- 


18 Q. Approximately; you don't have to tell 

19 me June 6, 19 -- a year? Two years? Five years? 


20 A. 


Two years, approximately, 


What was your next position? 


22 A. 


Assistant foreman. 


24 A. 


Same location? 


00020.11 


Yes . 


What did you do as an assistant 
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foreman? j 

A. I worked in various departments taking care j 

of the duties of those individual departments, ! 

whether it be in the blending or whether it be in 
the cutting or whether it be in the drying, but 
most of it in the prefab area but some in the 

fabrication area, too. 

Q. Were you considered to be management 

l 

or labor as an assistant foreman? 

A. Management. 

Q. Would the same be true as a trainee 


supervisor? 

A. Yes . 

Q. How long were you an assistant 

foreman? 

A. Until 1962. 

Q. I take it your employment changed in 


1962? 

A. 


A. 


To foreman.. 

Q. Same location? 

Same location . 

Q. How did your job 


MNAT 00020412 
responsibi1ity 


chang e? 


A. I was then in charge of seeing that more 
than one department operated; meaning, assistant 
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foreman would be in charge of the 
I would be looking over one or two 
departments; generally, a broader 
level. 


departments, and 
or three 


Q. How long were you a foreman? 

A. Until January, *64. 

Q. What was your next position? 

A. I was loaned to the Columbia Tobacco Company 

in the Philippines. 

Q. At that time, what was the 

relationship between Columbia Tobacco Company and 
American Brands and/or American Tobacco -- I'm 
sorry, not American Brands -- American Tobacco? 

A. Columbia Tobacco was a licensee of the 
American Tobacco Company, producing cigarettes 
under license and paying royalties to the American 
Tobacco Company. 

Q. Did they produce Pall Mall cigarettes? 

A. Not at that time. 

Q. Did there come a time when they did 

produce Pall Mall cigarettes? 

A. To my knowledge, they have never produced 
Pall Mall red. 


A. 


Q. Where is the Columbia Tobacco Company? 

Philippines. mnat 00020413 
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Q. How long were you there? 

A. January, '64 until late August, '65. 

Q. Now, you say you were loaned to them. 

What did you do? What was your job, essentially? 

A. 1 was supposed to help them produce a good 
product or improvement in their product in any 
area that I could help them starting from leaf 
buying, leaf processing, blending, and the 
manufacture of the products to the finished good. 

Q. After Columbia Tobacco, what was your 

next position? 

A. I became assistant superintendent, Durham 

branch. 

Q. What was the Durham branch? 

A. Pardon? 

Q. What was the Durham branch? 

A. Durham branch is another location, like the 

Reidsville branch, that produced cigarettes and 
processed tobacco; Durham, North Carolina. 

Q. Were Pall Mall cigarettes produced at 

Durham? 

A• Yes. 

Q. What did your job responsibility 

entail? 

A. Assistant superintendent, responsibility in 
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the tobacco preparation or the prefabrication area 
which I was assigned; was taking the 
responsibility for the receiving of the tobacco, 
for the blending and processing of the tobacco; 
preparing it for the making of a cigarette. 

Q . How long did you hold this position? 

A. Till April , '66 . 

Q. And your next position? 

A. General superintendent, Durham branch. 

Q. Can you tell me a little bit about 

this position? 

A. This was, as it said, general in that it was 
over the entire, operating part of the branch.; 
meaning, tobacco preparation through the finished 
goods and, in addition, started to have 
second-step grievance procedure responsibilities 
in dealing with the labor contracting. 

Q. How long did you hold this position? 

A. Till April, *69 or early ’69. 

Q. And your next position? 

A. Assistant manager, Durham branch. 

Q. Can you tell me a little bit about 


this one? MNAT 00020415 

A. The manager would be over the entire 
operation of Maintenance and just the total, and 
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the assistant manager, of course, was assisting 
him in those responsibilities. 

Q. How long were you assistant manager? 

A. Until February, 1970. 

Q. Next position? 

A. Assistant to the Vice-president of 

Manufacturing. 

Q. Is this still in Durham? 

A. No. This is a move back to the Reidsville 
location. 

Q. Now, Assistant to the Vice-president 

of Manufacturing, was this the Vice-president of 
Manufacturing for the entire company, American 
Tobacco? 

A. Yes. 

Q. What did your job entail as an 

Assistant to the VP? 

A. He had labor negotiations responsibilities, 

and in the beginning stages, my responsibilities 
were pointed toward contract negotiations. 

Q. Did they change? 

A. They did? to assist him eventually in the 

Manufacturing supervision. 

Q. What other locations, at this time 

now, did American Tobacco have other than the 
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Durham branch and the Reidsville branch in terms 
of Manufacturing? 

A. The Virginia branch for cigarettes -- three 

locations of cigarettes; Richmond branch for pipe 
tobacco . 

Q* Now, the Vice-president of 

Manufacturing, that included all products 
manufactured by American Tobacco, all tobacco 
products? 

A. Tobacco products, yes. 

Q. So when you mentioned the Richmond 

branch, that would be within his jurisdiction, 
also? 

A. Yes. 

Q'. How long were you Assistant to the VP? 

A. I became Assistant Manufacturing Director 

sometime after that year, year and a half. 

Q. Which brings us up to 19 -- 

A. Seventy-two, maybe; approximately. 

Q. What was your job responsibility as 

Assistant Manager? 

A. Very much the same as Assistant to the 

Vice-president; just put me in a line position 
rather than a staff position; assistant to a staff 
and Assistant Manufacturing Director's line. 
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Q• Still management, though? 

A. Yes . 

Q • Can you tell me what the difference 

is between staff and line? 

A. The way we look at it at our company is that 
a staff would not have direct responsibility for 
product people. It would be to assist those 
people who do have that direct responsibility. 

Q. The line would be the product people? 

A. Yes. 


Q. What did you do subsequent to the 

position of Assistant Manufacturing Director? 
A. I became Director of Manufacturing Leaf; 

February, 1974. 


Q. Could you tell me a little bit about 

this position? 

A. I became directly responsible for reporting 
to an Executive Vice-president but directly 
responsible for the leaf buying, leaf processing, 
and all of the manufacturing operations of the 
American Tobacco Company. 

Q. How long were you in this position? 

A. Next position was Vice-president of 
Manufacturing Leaf, and I'm not sure exactly when 
that came. MNAT 00020418 
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Q> What is the difference between the 

Vice-president of Manufacturing Leaf and the 
Director? 

A. Essentially, no difference at all. 

Q. Just a promotion? 

A. Promotion. 

Q. Your next position? 

A. Was Executive .Vice-president, and that also 

is Manufacturing Leaf and the title I hold today. 

Q. When did you become an Executive VP? 

A. I -- '77 -- 


Q. That's close enough. 

A. Maybe '81? I'm not sure -- I just really am 
not sure, but it's -- 

Q. What is the difference between the 

Vice-president of Manufacturing Leaf and the 
Executive Vice-president of Manufacturing Leaf? 

A. Essentially, my duties have not changed 

since the Executive Vice-president retired in 1977. 
I've had the total responsibility for the leaf 
buying, leaf processing, and the manufacturing 
through to the finished product of American 
Tobacco Company. MNAT 00020419 

Q. Now, I had earlier asked you about 

whether or not you were familiar with any 
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illnesses or diseases which may have been involved 
with the growing of tobacco. 

During your tenure, starting with 
trainee supervisor up to your present position, 
are you aware of any illnesses or sicknesses or 
diseases, however you want to categorize it, that 
are related to the processing or the manufacturing 
of the processing of tobacco or the manufacturing 
of cigarettes ? 

A. I am not. 

Q. If you were to get a promotion 

tomorrow, what is the next job that you would be 
in line for within American Tobacco? 

A. The next spot would be President. 

■ Q. Mr. Lougee's position? 

A. Correct. 

Q. So after Mr. Lougee, you are the next 

senior person in the company in addition to Mr. 
Hays? 

A. That's correct. 

Q. If we were to assume, hypothetically, 

that Mr. Lougee was going to retire within the 
near future, would you in fact be in line for his 
position? MNAT 00020420 

A. I learned a long time ago not to do any 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 
speculation like that. 

Q« Have you had any conversations with 

Mr. lougee with respect to you being in line for 
his position if he were to retire? 

A. I have not. 

Q. Have you had any conversations with 

anybody else at American Tobacco or American 
Brands today on that subject? 

A. I have not. 

Q. You mentioned to me that when you 

became general superintendent at the Durham branch, 
you got involved in second-step grievances. I 
assume that’s related to Labor? 


14 A. 


Yes . 


15 Q. At any point prior to that time, were 

16 you involved in any type of labor negotiations? 

17 A. Explain what you mean by it. 


I will. You started out as a trainee 


19 supervisor. 


20 A. 


Yes . 


I assume you had some dealings with 


22 Labor as opposed to Management? 


MNAT 00020421 


23 A. 


Yes . 


24 Q. At the time you were a trainee 

25 supervisor, was Labor management's contract in a 
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union? 

A. Yes . 

0 • Can you tell roe what the name of the i 

union was? j 

A. It was Tobacco Workers International Union. J 

i 

Q. As an assistant foreman, was it also 

the Tobacco Workers International Union? 

A. Yes. 

Q. If it changed, when did it change? 

A. It changed when International's merged and 

became Bakery Confection ary/Tobacco Workers Union, 
and I don't know when that was. The people we 
dealt with didn't change. 

Q. Were you ever involved as a member of 

Management's contract negotiating team, let’s say? 

A. Yes . 

Q. When did you first become involved in 

such a capacity? 

A. 1970. 

Q. Would that be when you were Assistant 

to the Vice-president of Manufacturing? 

A. Yes . 

Q. Have you remained involved in that 

capacity to the present day? MNAT 00020423 

A. The responsibility is mine. I have not been 
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at contract negotiations since 1981. 

Q• From the time you first became an 

employee of American Tobacco, have there been any 
strikes? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Can you tell me if you recollect when 

they were? 

A. The 1968 contract negotiations. 

Q. Can you tell me, from your 

perspective, what the essential issue in the 
strike was? 

A. The Union's position was they were striking 

over economic conditions. 

Q. Were there any other strikes? 

A. ' NO. 


Q. During your tenure as a member of 

Management in American Tobacco, are you aware of 
any employees of American Tobacco alleging that 
they have sustained personal injury as a result of 
working with tobacco? 

And I don't mean somebody sticking 
their hand in a machine and having it chopped off. 
A. No. MNAT 00020424 

Q. If I can backtrack for just one 

second, Mr. Truitt, have you ever been deposed 
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before? 

A. Yes. 


Q. Can you tell me where and when? 

A. It was in North Carolina; the early 70's. 
Q. Can you tell me the nature of the 

case? 


A. Is labor related . 

Q. During .your tenure at American 

Tobacco from 1957 when you began as a trainee 
supervisor until the present day, are you aware of 
any occupational disease. Worker's Compensation 
claims that have been asserted by any employees of 
American Tobacco Company? 

A . I am n o t. 

Q. Would you have such knowledge if any 

claims were, in fact, asserted? 

A. I believe so. 

Q. ■ Do you believe that there are any 
other individuals at American Tobacco who would 
also have such knowledge? I.e., is there a 
Worker's Compensation director or manager, 
whatever the title may be? 

A. There is not such a person that I am aware 
of. Each location would be aware of the Workmen's 
Compensation claims. mnat 00020425 
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Q• Does each location have a person 

which part of his or her responsibility would be 
to manage, supervise, deal with, whatever you want 
to say, Worker’s Compensation claims arising out 
of his or her particular facility? 

A. There would be somebody with that 
responsibility at each location, yes. 

Q. Can yoq tell me, in your experience, 

who that person would be, i.e., what their title 


10 would be? 


11 A. 


I cannot. 


12 Q. When you were at Reidsvilie, who was 

13 that person, the name of that person, if you know? 


14 A. 


I do not know. 


Do you know that person's title? 


16 1 A. 


I do not. 


When you went to Durham -- the same 


18 questions. Do you know -- 


19 A. 


I do not know. 


20 Q. If 1 wanted to ascertain the names of 

21 the individuals who had that job responsibility at 

22 American Tobacco Company, hov would I find that 

23 out? Who would I ask? 


24 A. 


I really don't know who to ask at the momen 


25 I don't know. 
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3 7 

r. ?. Truitt - direct 

0. Did you over have the responsibility 

for Worker's Compensation claims at ar.y of the 
facilities you were at, i.e., when you became 
foreman or assistant superintendent or whatever 
position? 

A . NO . 

Q. Did you ever file a claim. Worker's 

Compensation claim for any reason whatsoever 
against American Tobacco? 

A . No. 


11 

12 

13 

14 


15 


16 


17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


j C* I assume that once you became 

i 

Vice-president, you moved from -- what? 

Reidsville to New York? When did you come to New 
j York, if you are presently working in New York? 

i 

j A. ' 1981. 

i 

Q. I assume that you work out of 

American Tobacco Company in New York City on 


A. 


REDACTED 


Q. It seems to me that you've had a 

significant amount of experience coming up through 
the ranks and hands-on experience in all aspects 
of manufacturing of cigarette products. 

Are you aware of any positions that 
laborers, a member of Labor -- not necessarily a 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

laborer, per se, but a union employee -- would 
claim, vis-a-vis, was a dusty position or there 
were fumes or just a job where the Onion or a 
member of Labor perceived that particular job to 
present any health hazard? 

A. Gosh, that's -- you asked several things at 
one time. You ask an awful lot and -- 

MR. KENNEY: Do you want the question 

re-said or do you understand the question? 

THE WITNESS: I prefer if he 

rephrased it and asked more specific questions 
rather than several questions together. 

Q. In your experience at American 

Tobacco Company, based upon your experience at 
American Tobacco Company, can you tell me any 
particular areas of the leaf processing or 
Manufacturing or any areas that go into the 
manufacture of a cigarette which members of the 
Onion felt presented a potential health hazard to 
them? 

And by way of example, if I were an 
asbestos worker and I work in an asbestos 
manufacturing facility, I may complain about 
excessive dust in the air. MNAT 00020428 

A. The contract calls for the Union to have the 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

right to complain about wages, hours, and working 
conditions and certainly working conditions; 
temperature, too hot or too cold. I know of no 
health claims. 


Q. In negotiating contracts, has the 

issue of industrial hygiene or health been raised 
by the Union at all? 

A. We've always been very careful to make sure 
that our facilities were clean, well lighted, well 
ventilated; so this is not -- has not been an 
issue. 


Q. At any point in the manufacturing 

process of a cigarette, is there a position, a job 
title where the Onion or the laborer would 
complain of excessive fumes? 

A. I -- I don't know of any. 

Q. Do you know of any job positions 

where a worker would wear a respirator or a mask? 

A. There are some of these, yes. 

Q. Can you tell me, to the best of your 

recol1ection,■ about these positions. 

A. This would be where workers were cleaning, 
and they would use a mask. mnat 00020429 

Q. When you say "cleaning," cleaning 

what? Are you speaking in terms of janitorial 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 
services? 

A. Cleaning the area , the work area. 

Q• Do you distinguish between a mask and 

a respirator or are they one and the same? 

A. Masks are what 1 remember; just little paper 
mask . 

• Q. When is your first recollection? 

A. Of? 

Q. Of seeing this. Was this a practice 

when you were a trainee supervisor? 

A. They were made available to the employees if 

they wanted to use them, and I don't remember when 
they started; a long time ago. 

Q. Why would an employee want to wear 

one, from your perspective? 

A. If it were dusty, an employee might want to 

wear one . 

Q. What kind of dust? Do you know? 

A. Dust that accumulates on the floor. 

Q. How is the dust generated? Do you 

know? From the manufacturing process? 

A. It could be from the manufacturing process 

or it could be from dirt that's tracked in from 
outside. MNAT 00020430 

Q. What type of dust would be generated 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

in the course of the manufacturing process? Where 
would the dust have its origin? Would it be from 
a raw material? Would it be from tobacco? 

A. It could come from tobacco. 

Q. Could it come from anything else? 

A. Anything that has friction could cause dust, 
and I just can’t come up with anything more than 
just -- tobacco is a fragile product, and it does 
break. 


Q. Was there any dust collection 

equipment at any of the facilities where you 
worked, the manufacturing facilities? 

A. Yes. 


Q. Was the dust collection equipment 

located over any particular process in the 
manufacturing facility? 

A. All of our manufacturing facility is very 
closely controlled for humidity and air condition 
and the circulated air as best we filter. So it's 
a very clean area. 

Q. Maybe you misunderstood my question, 

and the two are often confused, in effect. Many 
people perceive them to be related. mnat 00020431 
I'm not speaking in terms of a 
heating, ventilation or air conditioning system 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 
A. Excuse me. Anything -- 

Q• What goes into "anything"? What did 

you mean by "anything"? 

A. If a forklift truck drove over a cement 

floor, it would generate a wear in the cement 
floor, and there would be fine particles of cement. 
It would be fine particles of paper if it ran over 
paper . 

0. I understand that. You indicated 

that I could expect to find dust collection 
equipment in certain areas of the manufacturing 
process, and where- can I expect to find dust 
collection equipment, as such? 

A. Places where dust is generated. 

Q. I understand that. Where would that 

be? 

A. Cutting machine, for example. 

Q. Cutting of -- 

A. Tobacco. 


Q. At what stage in the process would 

this be? Is this prior to tobacco being -- let me 
tell you this: I would like to avoid getting into 
the whole process of how a cigarette is 
manufactured from point one through to the end. 
That doesn't seem to broaden my benefit nor yours. 

MNAT 00020433 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

If you can elaborate and tell me 
where, at what stage tobacco is in when it goes 
through the cutting machine, then maybe we can 
save some time. Has it already been cured? Has 
it already been cut in any fashion? Is it already 
part of a cigarette and is being cut in that 
fashion or is it raw tobacco? 

A. It's tobacco that has been prepared for a 

cigarette manufacture, and this is the last or 
almost the last step prior to the making of the 
cigarette, and it is in a soft, moist state. 

MR. KENNEY: Tony, it's a little bit 
after 11:30, and we generally take a break, 
although I know that we're moving well this 
morning. It might be well to take a break now 
rather than at five of twelve. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

(Short recess is taken.) 

Q. Just before we broke, Mr. Truitt, you 

were telling me about the cutting machine and how 
this was, essentially, one of the last steps in 
the tobacco process, and the tobacco is soft and 
moist, et cetera, et cetera. 

Are there any other steps or locations 
of the manufacturing process where dust collection 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

equipment would be utilized in addition to the 
cutting machine? 

A. Most anyplace that air is passed through the 
tobacco as it's being processed would have dust 
collection equipment. 

Q. You earlier told me that certain 

employees would wear respirators while they were 
cleaning the work area. 

MR. KENNEY: I think he said mask, 

paper masks. 

MR. CARUSO: I'm sorry. You're right. 
Q. You told me that certain employees 

would wear paper masks when they were cleaning th.e 
work area, and I asked you whether or not this was 
a janitorial function when you said "cleaning." 

What did you mean when you referred 
to "cleaning"? 

A. Well, the normal sweeping of the floor, 
employees normally don't wear a mask. It's when 
they are cleaning accumulations of dust or 
whatever from the walls or on the hanging pipes. 

Q. During this cleaning process, is it 

mandatory for the workers to wear a respirator 
I'm sorry -- a mask? 

A. I know of nothing mandatory. MNAT 00020435 
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r. P. Truitt - direct 

Q• Now, you say they were cleaning. 

When they're cleaning this, for example, dust off 
the pipes, are they using any other substance? 

What are they cleaning with? 

A. A brush or an air hose. 

Q. How often does this occur? 

A. It varies department to department. 

Q. Does this cleaning process take place 

throughout the facility or is it confined to 
certain processes in manufacturing? 

A. The entire facility would be cleaned at one 

time or the other. 

Q. This may sound like a silly question,, 

but what is the purpose of the cleaning, in quotes? 
A. The purpose of cleaning? Is to keep the 
place clean. 

Q. Do you know of any medical or 

health-related reason why you would clean the dust 
off of the pipes or floors or machines or wherever 
it's cleaned from or is it simply to take dust off 
of -- 

A. Simply to take dust off of pipes. 

Q. Is there any particular department 

that is responsible for this, what sounds to me to 
be, maintenance type of operation? °00204 36 
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A. That again varies with the department. 

Q. Is there an industrial hygiene 

department at any of the manufacturing facilities? 


Q. Have you ever seen air sampling being 

conducted at any of the manufacturing facilities? 
A. I have never seen it. 


Yes . 


Have you ever heard of it? 


Do you know if, in fact, it is 


11 conducted at all the manufacturing facilities? 


12 A. 


It is my understanding that it is conducted. 


13 Q. I believe you indicated, Mr.. Truitt, 

14 that air sampling, to the best of your knowledge, 

15 is in fact conducted at all the facilities. 

16 Is the air sampling conducted at any 

17 particular point in the manufacturing process or 

18 is it throughout the plant, let's say? 


19 A. 


1 do not know. 


20 Q. Do you know who does -- and when I 

21 say "who," I don't mean Joe Kenney -- who does the 

22 air sampling? Is it something that is the 

23 responsibility of a particular department within 


24 American Tobacco? 


MNAT 00020437 


25 A. 


Yes . 


waga and spinelii 


- - .l i' _ _» _ w . 


405 Nortnfitid 
W»« Or*r» 9 *. N. J. 


http://legacy.library.ucsf.e0u^id)kj<jt(lffHO/2Wpffllfv.industrydocuments. ucsf.edu/docs/yggl0001 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 
€ 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


PROTECTED BY MINNESOTA TOBACCO LITIGATION PROTECTIVE ORDER 

i 

48 

R. P. Truitt - direct 

Can you tell me whose responsibility 

that is? 

A. Someone from Research i Development would do 
that. 

Q. Do you know why air sampling is 

conducted at the facilities? 

Or perhaps a better question would be, 
do you have an understanding as to why air 
sampling is conducted at the manufacturing 
facilities? 

A. No, I don’t. 

Q. • Is it your testimony, and correct me 
if I'm wrong, that you have no idea as to why R & 

D conducts air sampling of the facilities? 

A. I do not know for a fact why R & D does 

conduct air samples. 

Q. Do you have an opinion as to why they 

conduct ais sampling? 

MR. KENNEY: Well, let me just object 
to the form of the question. 

Are you asking him to guess why he 
thinks they're doing it? I think he's indicated 
that he doesn't have any personal knowledge as to 
why air sampling is done. I would object if 
you're asking him to guess or to speculate as to 

waga and spinelli MNAT 00020438 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 
why. 

MR. CARUSO: Would you direct him not 
answer if 1 asked -- 

MR. KENNEY: No. I just want the 

witness to be aware that if the fora of the 
question is such that it calls for a guess or 
speculation, I would request that it be rephrased 
and he not answer. 

MR. CARUSO: That's fair. We’ll make 
it to the point. 

Q. Can you speculate as to why R & D 

conducts air sampling in the facility? 

A. There are many rules and regulations which 

have come forward over the last several years, and 
the Market Department of Research 6 Development 
has the responsibility of keeping up with the 
rules and with the things that should be monitored, 
and therefore, they do the monitoring as any 
regulation might dictate. 

Q. When you say "rules," are you 

speaking of American Tobacco Company in-house 
rules and regulations or were you referring to 
some Government entity? 

A. The Government rules and regulations. 

Q. When you arrived at American tobacco 

waga and spinelll MNAT 0002043 9 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

in 1957/ as far as you know, was air sampling 
being conducted back then? 

A. I have no idea. 

Q. When was the first time you obtained 

this knowledge that, in fact, the air sampling is 
conducted? 

A. I have no idea. 

Q. Would it be the 50's or 60's? 70's? 

A. I don't know. 

Q. How do you know air sampling is 

cond ucted? 

A. I have been told that air sampling was being 
conducted. 

Q. Well, let me ask you this: As, 

essentially, a very senior person in the 
manufacturing facility, would it be necessary for 
somebody to ad’ise you that they were coming into 
your plant, so to speak, and they were going to 
conduct air sampling? 

A. No . 

Q. Would it be necessary for R & D to 

advise anyone that, Hey, listen, we're going to be 
there on Tuesday, and we're going to do some air 
sampling? MNAT 00020440 

A. Wouldn't be necessary to advise anyone. 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

Q • As a courtesy, would R i D tell you. 

We're going to conduct some air sampling? Was 
there some regular scheduling? Every month they 
were going to Building 26 or whatever? 

A. Not to my knowledge. 

Q. Is there any particular department 

within R i D that is responsible for the air 
sampling? 

A. I don't know. 

Q. Do you know whether air sampling is 

conducted to detect the presence of toxic or 
hazardous substances in the air? 

A. I do not know what they test for in the air 
samples. 


Q. Have you ever seen results of or 

analysis of air sampling studies conducted at any 
of the manufacturing facilities? 

A. I don't remember having seen any of that. 

Q. Do you know whether, in fact, air 

sampling is conducted in certain parts of the 
manufacturing process more often than other parts? 
A. Idonot. 

Q. If there is one person at American 

Tobacco that I wanted to question as to the guru 
on air sampling at American Tobacco, who would 
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1 that person be? 

2 A. I would go to the head of R & D for that, 

3 for that question. 

4 Q. You referred to rules and regulations 

5 promulgated or established by Government entities. 

6 Can you be more specific? 

7 MR. KENNEY: I think he said he was 

8 speculating as to why an air sample may be made. 

9 We haven't had -- 

10 Q. Were you, in fact, speculating when 

11 you told me that the Government had promulgated 

12 rules and regulations and that is why air sampling 
1 “ 

13 is conducted? 


14 A. 


Yes . 


15 Q. Do you know, when you say "Government, 

16 are you referring to OSHA or NIOSH, any particular 

17 Government entity? 

18 A. I'm not referring to anyone particularly 

19 because I don't know that anyone has dictated that 

20 air samples be taken. If there were a regulation, 

21 the Department of Research & Development would 

22 monitor that regulation and would help the 

23 Department of Manufacture to be in compliance with 


24 that regulation 


MNAT 00020442 


So as far as you know, it is the 
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responsibility of R & D to conform with any 
outstanding Government rules and regulations with 
respect to, hypothetically, air sampling? 

A. The Department of Research fc Development 
helps in the monitoring and keeps us in compliance 
with the regulation. 

Q. That's fair. Can you tell me the 

name of the current head of R & D? 

A. Mr. Sprinkle . 

Q. S-p-r-i-n-k-1-e? 

A. S-p-r-i-n-k-1-e , yes. 

Q. Do you know his first name? 

A. Robert. • 

Q . Is he a doctor, Ph.D? Do you know? 

A. He is not. 

Q. Where is he located? 

A. In Hopewell, Virginia. 

Q. Do you know how long Mr. Sprinkle has 

been the head of R t D? 


A. Approximately — 

Q. That's okay. 

A. Seven years? 

Q. Do you know who Mr. Sprinkle’s 


predecessor was? 
A. Mr. Lougee . 
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Q. Are you telling roe that, as far as 

you know, when Mr. Lougee was the head of R & D, 
the responsibility for air sampling would fall 
within his job responsibility? 

MR. KENNEY: Z don't think we've 

established that there was air sampling seven or 
eight years ago. 

Q. Assuming there was air sampling seven 

or eight years ago, is it your testimony that it 
would be the responsibility of Mr. Lougee's 
department, R & D -- when 'I say department -- to 
conduct the air sampling? In other words, has it 
always been an R & D function, as far as you know? 
A. Air sampling has.always been an R 6 D 
function, as far as I know. 

Q. Do you know whether or not American 

Tobacco at any of its facilities, manufacturing 
facilities has ever been cited by any of these 
Government entities, i.e., OSHA, for violations of 
rules with respect to the presence of airborne 
contaminants? 

A. I do not know. 

Q. Again, this question is better 

directed to someone at R 6 D? mnat 00020444 

A. I don't know who to ask that question. Each 
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location would have an invest -- would have 
investigations. To my knowledge, we've never been 
cited for anything airborne. To the best of my 
recollection, we have not been. 

Q. When you say each site or facility 

would have investigations, do you mean OSHA 
investigations or some Government entity 
investigations? 

A. Some Government entity investigation. 

Q. Joined upon your experience as a 

member of Management and your experience in 
contract negotiations and labor negotiations, did 
the Onion ever make an issue of the presence of 
dust in the air, for example? 

A. Not to my knowledge. 

Q. Do you know of any grievances ever 

being filed by any member of Labor with respect.to 
dusty working conditions? 

A. I personally do not. 

Q. If I wanted to direct such questions 

regarding the filing of grievances with respect to 
fumes in the air or dust in the air, is there 
someone at American Tobacco Company who can answer 
these questions? MNAT 00020445 

In other words, is there somebody 
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whose job it would be or part of their job 
responsibility to address such grievances? 

A. Do you have a time frame? 

Q. Well/ we can start from the time that 

you first arrived or we can start from today; 
whichever is easier for you, sir. 

If I wanted to address such questions 
today, obviously, who would I ask? 

A. Well, the -- from a grievance standpoint, 
the man who negotiates the contract and who hears 
the last stage of the grievance procedure would be 


Mr . Morrison. 


13 Q.- Firstname? 

14 A. Richard. 

15 Q. I used the word "grievance," and I 

16 guess it does have some term of art, has some 

17 significance. If I used the word "complaint," 

18 would your answer be different? 

19 And I don't mean "complaint" in the 

20 legal sense. If I'm a worker and I did not want 

21 to go through a formal grievance system, but I had 

22 a complaint about fumes in the air or dust in the 

23 air, who do I go to? 


24 A. 


If there were such, it would be the 


25 supervisor . 


MNAT 00020446 
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Q» Who at the management level would 

address an informal complaint? Would it also be 
Mr. Morrison? 

A. You're asking me to suppose in a total broad 
management perspective which is just almost 
impossible for me to answer. I just don't know 
how to answer you. 

Q. That's a fair response. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Q. What is Mr. Morrison's title? Do you 

know? 


A. Manufacturing & Leaf Director 

(Mr. Novack leaves the deposition at 

12 p.m . ) 

Q. Where is he located? 

A. Reidsville, North Carolina. 

Q. Do you know of any regulated 

substances — and when I say "regulated," be it by 
OSHA or any governmental entity -- that are 
incorporated in the manufacture of a cigarette? 

A. 1 don't understand "regulated substance is." 

Q. Let's, by way of example, assume 

asbestos was a raw material that was part of the 
manufacturing process of a cigarette, and assume 
further that that asbestos is a substance that is 
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regulated by the Government; its use is regulated. 

Do you know of any such substances or 
raw materials or chemicals or what have you that 
its use is regulated by OSHA or any other 
governmental entity? 

A. Now# we've gone through that/ and we’ve got 
to go back now. 

Do 1 know of any substance in the 
manufacture of a cigarette or component of a 
cigarette? 

Q. Yes/ sir. 

A. The answer's no . 

t 

Q. In any of your positions at American, 

have you ever had any responsibility for the 
marketing or advertising of cigarette products? 

A. No. 

Q. Have you ever had any input with 

respect to the marketing or advertising of 
cigarette products? 

A. No. 

Q. In your capacity as Director of 

Manufacturing Leaf and prior to that as Assistant 
Director, would it fall within your responsibility? 
When you speak in terms of manufacturing of a 
cigarette, is that the whole produce, beginning to 
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end? 

A. As Director of Manufacturing Leaf, I still 
had a boss, but it was the whole process of the 
beginning to the end, from the raw materials to 
the finished product, yes. 

Q . In manufacturing, in overseeing this 

process, did you have any input or any control or 
direction over how a cigarette was made? 

Let me clarify that because it's a 
broad question. What I mean is, did you get, 
essentially, a recipe or a blend, a specification 
from Research & Development or wherever and simply 
make sure that the product was manufactured 
according to certain specifications or would you 
say, Here's how we’re going to make this 
particular cigarette; we're going to put in a 
little of this and a little of that? 

A. We would manufacture according to 
specifications. 

Q. Who would promulgate the 

specifications? What division, department? 

A. ' The New Products Division of Research & 
Development. 

Q. Were filters manufactured at any of 

these facilities where you worked, Reidsville or 
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Durham? 

A. Yes . 


Q. Are filters purchased by American 

Tobacco Company from outside sources? 

A. We have purchased filters. 

Q. In those instances where filters are 

manufactured by American Tobacco/ are they 
manufactured at these facilities, Reidsville, 
Durham, where the cigarette itself is manufactured? 
A. Yes. 

Q. Would the manufacturing of a filter 

be something that fell within your responsibility 
as Director of Manufacturing? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Did you ever have any input into the 

design of any filters? 

A . No . 


Q. It would be the same situation as 

with respect to a nonfiltered cigarette? You 
would follow a specification, a manufacturing 
specification which was issued by some other 
division in American Tobacco? 

MNAT 00020450 


Q. When you first came to American 

Tobacco in 1957, had you formulated any opinion 
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with respect to smoking and health? 

A. I smoked . 

Q. But that does not answer the question. 

1 can infer what your answer would be, but when 
you started at American Tobacco Company in 1957, 
did you have any knowledge of any allegations, 
claims, whatever you'd like to call them, that 
cigarette smoking was potentially hazardous to 
ones health? 

A. Yes. 


Q. When did you first hear of, obtain 

any information with respect to this issue of 
cigarette smoking and health? 

A. Gosh, I was very, very young; '40's. 

Q. When you say the "forties," you don’t 

mean to refer to your age, '40's, but the 1940’s -- 
A. No. 1940 ' 5 . 


Q. Can you tell me the nature and 

circumstances around which you obtained this 
knowledge? 

A. One which is -- and Z guess humorous, but at 
age of five, I'm told Z had a pocket full of 
cigarette butts. My father wanted some string so 
Z was thumbing in my pocket and wouldn't empty my 
pockets out, and once he found out that I had 
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cigarette butts in my pocket/ he took the limb off 
the tree and tanned my bottom. So . . . 

Q. Why did he reprimand you? Let's say, 

because you had cigarette butts in your pockets? 

A. Cigarette butts that had already been smoked 
by somebody else. Certainly at the age of five he 
didn't give me any big explanation but . . . 

Q. Did you perceive that to mean that at 

that point, and 1 don't mean to be facetious, that 
cigarette smoking was allegedly hazardous to one's 
health? 


A. I perceived that I wasn't to smoke 
cigarettes. 

Q. But you did not necessarily 

understand that cigarette smoking could or 
allegedly could cause you harm if you smoked? 

A. Not at that point. 

Q. What I'm driving at is, when did you 

first become aware of this, to borrow a word or a 
phrase, this controversy with respect to cigarette 
smoking and health? 

A. There was a family on the adjoining farm 
that had a house, which I noticed early on, which 
was built very odd, big broad porch and many 
windows across the front, and it was explained to 
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me early on that the family who lived there had 
more than one case of tuberculosis and that there 
was smoking in that house. There was -- we just 
didn't smoke around there. 

Q. Did you understand that to mean that 

cigarette smoking was hazardous to health or did 
you understand it to mean that you just didn't 
smoke around people who had tuberculosis? 

A. 1 understood that to mean that there were 
people that you didn't smoke around/ period. I 
didn' really understand tuberculosis and that 
smoking in some form or the other was not right 
| for that place. 

Q. Was it your understanding that the 

tuberculosis was caused by the cigarette smoking 
of these people? 

A. No . 

Q. Simply that you didn't smoke around 

them? 

A. (Witness nods head in the affirmative.) 

Q. How old were you? 

A. Just prior to ten years old. 

Q. But it still seems that you have not 

yet come to the point where you had an 
understanding that there were those people who 
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said cigarette smoking is hazardous to one's 
health? 

A. There may have been claims since I -- as 

long as I can remember. 

Q. Claims of cigarette smoking being 

hazardous to one's health? 

A. Yes. 

Q. When you say '’claims," what do you 

mean? 


A. Claims of tobacco not being good for one for 
300 years, I guess. This country was based on 
tobacco. 

Q. When you say "tobacco not. being good," 

I don't understand what you mean. You mean 
tobacco not being good or smoking of tobacco not 
being good? 


A. Well, smoking became the issue more than 
just use of tobacco, but smoking and use. 

Q. When you speak in terms of claims, do 

you know who generated these claims? Do you know 
where they came from? 

I'm a little confused. You didn't, 
obviously, wake up one day and say, you know, 
there are people out there who say cigarette 
smoking is hazardous to one's health, and I know 
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it may be difficult for you to tell me when, at 
what point in time you understood that there were 
those people out there who said smoking cigarettes 
could be hazardous to one's health. What I'm 
trying to do is isolate on that and that time 


period 


MR. KENNEY: Wait a minute. That’s 


kind of a statement. Would you ask the question 
again, please. 

Q. When did you first understand that 

cigarette smoking, per se, not the use of tobacco 
but cigarette smoking, that there were those 
people who allege that cigarette smoking was 
hazardous to one's health? 

A. I cannot give you an exact date, but I was 

very young, and there were things being published 
in the newspaper, and as soon as I started to read 
the newspaper, having been brought up on a tobacco 
farm and being conscious of tobacco and tobacco 
being our livelihood, I was aware of that. 

Q. So is it your recollection that when 

you started to read newspapers, you began to 
observe -- can I categorize them as articles or 
would they be advertisements or what have you, 


with respect to cigarette smoking and health? 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 
A. There would be claims. 

Q. Well, when you say "claims," do you 

mean that somebody would take an ad out in the 
newspapers and say, I think cigarette smoking is 
harmful to health; don't do it; signed Tony Caruso 
or would it be a reporter commenting upon 
somebody's claim? 

A. A reporter commenting on somebody's claim. 

Q. These first articles that you read, 

would essentially the message that they conveyed 
! be essentially what was reported? 

A. No. I can't be specific that far back. 

Q. Now, you are.a young boy; this age; a 

j 

| teenager. How old are you? Ballpark. 

! A. A young boy; very young boy. 

Q. Did your father smoke? 
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smoke? 

A. No. 

Q. Were you ever curious as to why 

people were making these claims? 

Essentially, what I'm driving at is, 
what was your reaction? Did you think. Well, 
there's some doctor in the mountains of 
Afghanistan who says smoking could hurt you? Did 
you dismiss it as hogwash or were you cognizant of 
the fact that there were people out there who said 
smoking could hurt you? 

A. In reading and understanding about the 

claims, I early on got the distinct impression 
that there was controversy, that there were claims, 
and that there was data, and there was data that 
didn't support the claims, and so there was a 
controversy. 

Q. But you're still a young boy, I take 

it, at this point and not -- correct me if I'm 
wrong, please. Did you ever develop an interest 
in these claims that people were making? In other 
words, tobacco farming was your family's 
livelihood, and obviously, if cigarette smoking 
was alleged to cause injury to people, it could 
conceivably have a significant impact on your 
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family’s livelihood. 

Did you ever discuss this with your 

father — 

A. No . 

Q. -- when you were a young boy? 

A. No. 

Q. Did you ever discuss it with anybody? 

A. No. 

Q. Is there any reason why you did not? 

A. NO. 

Q. When you came to American Tobacco 

Company in '57, had you read more or heard more or 
had any more experience with this controversy? 

A. There had been- more published; more written 

in the newspaper; more on the news media. It was 
an ongoing thing, yes. 

Q. Well, now you’re significantly older 

than you were as a young boy, and presumably, as 
an adult, now, you can make a decision of 
formulate an opinion, a rational opinion as to 
these alleged claims. 

How, you come to ATC in 1957. Had 
you formulated an opinion one way or another with 
respect to these claims that alleged cigarette 
smoking is harmful to one's health? MNAT 00020458 
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A. Yes . 

Q. Can you tell me what your feelings 

were at that time? 

A. That there were people making claims based 
upon data that there were other people saying that 
the data did not support the claims and that there 
was a controversy and that -- there wasn't a 
clear-cut answer to it. There wasn't an answer to 
it that -- they were just claims. 

Q. Did you perceive the claims to be 

simply that, you know, claims or was it something 
that you thought merited serious consideration? 

Again, now, I'm talking about 1957. 
You have just come to American Tobacco. 

A. I considered those to be claims. 

Q. Now, you come to American Tobacco, 

you're working there for a while; was this issue 
something of interest or discussion amongst your 
co-wor kers? 

A. When claims were made or a new approach was 
made, certainly it would be discussed. 

Q. What was the general opinion, if such 

was formed? What was the feeling of the group 
when you would discuss something like that, 
something like this? Would you say, you know, 
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they’re just claims or would you say. Well, I 
understand this guy who's making these is a pretty 
substantial doctor and maybe does know what he's 
talking about? 

I'm just trying to get a feel for the 
environment at the time. 

A. I understand. I just can't give you a feel 
for a group feeling. 

Q. What about your own feeling? 

A. My own feeling was that there is still 
controversy, that there were claims, and that 
there were conflicting data, and nothing had been 
decided; just claims. 

Q. Did this controversy begin to attract, 

as time went on, more and more attention, be it in 
the media or just in discussion? 

A. Certainly, it wasn't the everyday topic of 
conversation. 


Q. In 1957, you understood that certain 

claims were being made. Did you understand what 
the nature of these claims was? 

For example, Mr. Flynn testified, the 
plaintiff in this case, that it was his 
understanding that smoking would stunt his growth, 
let's say. Mr. Lougee said the same thing; his 
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1 coach told him not to smoke; his parents told him 

2 not to smoke; high school teachers; people he 

3 respected . 

4 What was your understanding as to the 

5 nature of the claims with respect to the health 

6 hazards? 

7 A. There were health claims. 

8 Q. I understand that, but what do you 

9 mean by "health claims"? 

10 A. People 

11 Q. If you smoke a cigarette, your arm's 

12 going to fall off or what was your understanding? 

13 A. People relating smoking -- staking' c.ains 

14 about smoking and lung disorders; heart; just many 

15 different claims all over the place. 

16 MR. KENNEY: When you’re reaching an 

17 appropriate time, I think we might as well eat 

18 because it's 12:30, I think, and we can pick up 

19 again after lunch. 

20 MR. CARUSO: Just one more question. 

21 MR. KENNEY: Sure. 

22 Q. Your understanding that the claims 

23 related to lung disorders and heart and whatever, 

24 would it be your feeling that this was common 

25 knowledge in the town where you worked, that 
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cigarette smoking was alleged to have caused such 
and such? 

A. Yes. 

MR. CARUSO: We can take a break now, 
if you'd like. 

MR. KENNEY: All right. 

(Luncheon recess.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


Q. Mr. Truitt, before we broke for lunch, 

we were speaking about controversy with respect to 
cigarette smoking and health and your perception 
of it in 1957 when you first began with American 
Tobacco. 

I believe just before we broke, you 
testified that, in your opinion, the awareness of 
this controversy was essentially common knowledge 
in the town, I believe was your word, in which you 
worked * 


I'd like to ask you now a question 
which I think maybe I already asked you this 
morning, but I'm not sure. It's my understanding 
that in 1957, you were aware of the existence of 
this controversy, and I believe your awareness was 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

based, in part, upon your experience as a child, 
some articles or adds or claims you had read in 
various publications, be it a newspaper, what have 
you. Do you know who was making these claims? 

A. Specific , no . 

Q. Not the name, but was it an 

organization? Were they doctors? Were they 
lawyers? Were they Indian chiefs? Scientists? 

A. I do not know, specifically, who was making 
the claims. 


Q. Again, I'm not asking you for 

identities of people but rather a generic 
classification. You don't know whether or not it 
was the New York City Sanitation Department who 
came out with a statement that said cigarette 
smoking causes disease in human beings as opposed 
to a doctor in Raleigh, North Carolina, for 
example? 


MR. KENNEY: Do you understand the 

question? 

A. Would you repeat it. 

q. Was it your understanding that these 

claims were being asserted by scientists or 
doctors or people in the medical or scientific 
profession as opposed to any other group? 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

A. It's my understanding that there were claims 

that were made by people in the medical profession 
and who may not have had scientific credentials; I 
don't know their credentials; it was alleged 
claims or whatever -- 

Q. That's fair. When you came to 

American in 1957, do you know what the position of 
American Tobacco Company was with respect to this 
controversy? 

A. When I came? No. 

Q. Did there come a point in time where 

you perceived what the position of American 
Tobacco Company was with respect to the 
controversy? 

A. Yes. 


Q. When was that? 

A. I really can't put a date on it, but it 

wasn't too long in my career before I became aware 
that American -- what American's policy was. 

Q. How did you become aware of what 

American's policy was? 

A. And I can't tell you that exactly either. 
It's in conversation with my boss or whoever. 

Q. What is your best recollection of 

what the policy was at American Tobacco? 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 
A. Excuse me? 

Q. What is your best recollection as to 

what the policy was? 

I believe you used the word "policy" 
at American Tobacco Company with respect to this 
controversy when you first became aware of the 
fact that they had/ in fact, the position on it. 

A. When I first became aware -- that it was the 
responsibility of the Chief Executive Officer of 
the American Tobacco Company to use whatever was 
necessary for him to keep abreast of the 
controversy that existed and that he was to use 
the Council for Tobacco Research and that they, in, 
turn, would use the Scientific Advisory Board, and 
they would fund independent research and that 
through this independent research, which would be 
in the areas of the controversy; to try to find 
answers to the questions which were being asked 
and which were being -- to the claims that were 
being made and which were not being supported in 
some cases and that we were to know and keep on 
record everything that was published as far as 
tobacco, tobacco and health, smoke, use of tobacco, 
and that we were to monitor our products and to 
know what the components of all the smoke that 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

came through our products would be; that we would 
do the best we could to know that we were 
producing a safe product. 

Q. Tell me/ sir, essentially, that in 

your opinion -- it was your understanding that 
American Tobacco was doing whatever was necessary 
to keep abreast of the literature, et cetera, et 
cetera, with respect to this controversy, but do 
you know what the position was of American Tobacco 
with respect to the controversy, i.e., people are 
making claims and saying cigarette smoking is 
hazardous to health? 

Do you know what American. Tobacco's 
position was? Did they, in fact, have a position? 
Did they say. No, you're wrong; yes, you're right; 
well, we just don't know? 

A. American -- to the best of my knowledge, 
American's position is that there is a controversy, 
and there is question and that the cause of cancer 
is not known so, therefore, you don't know what 
does cause cancer, and you don't know what doesn’t 
cause cancer. They're helping to, through 
independent research, to look into these questions 
and try to find answers. 


Q. 


waga and spinelii 

- — .v. —-a*-— —■ 


Irrespective of the issue regarding 

MNAT 00020466 455 Northfidd A»«ny* 

W«t Or*n 9 «. N. J. 070 


http://legacy.library.ucsf.e0u^Kl)kj<jt(lffHO/2Wpffllfv.industrydocuments. ucsf.edu/docs/yggl0001 



PROTECTED BY MINNESOTA TOBACCO LITIGATION PROTECTIVE ORDER 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


77 

R. P. Truitt - direct 

cancer; let's not get so specific for the moment. 
Let's deal just with the allegations that 
cigarette smoking causes disease. 

Did American Tobacco have a position -- 
and 1 believe you articulated that they did, but 
I'm not quite sure I understand what, in fact, its 
position was with respect to the issue of 
cigarette smoking causing disease. You indicated 
that, Well, we don't know what causes cancer; 
we're doing research, et cetera. 

Did American Tobacco have a position 
one way or another with respect to the claims that 
were being made? 

A. Which claias? > 

Q. That cigarette smoking causes injury. 

Cigarette smoking causes -- 
Q. Disease. 

Which disease? 

Q. Disease in general. 

The position of American Tobacco, as I 
understand it, is that the cause of disease is not 
known and that they are doing all they can in 
funding independent research to see if there could 
be answers to the questions. 

Q. So you're at American now for a few 

MNAT 00020467 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

years, and I take it that the controversy 
continued to develop. with respect to those 
people saying Cigarette smoking causes certain 
diseases or illnesses and people saying Well, it's 
an open controversy, do you know whether American 
ever has taken the position that, no, in fact, 
cigarette smoking does not cause lung cancer, 
heart disease, emphysema, whichever? 

A. Do -- please state that again. 

Q. Sure. There are those who say 

cigarette smoking causes a variety of ills, be it 

lung cancer, heart disease, emphysema, blood 

V 

disorders, whichever. Has.American Tobacco 
Company ever taken the position, as far as you 
know, that cigarette smoking does not, in fact, 
cause a, b, c, d, e or is their position simply 
it’s an open controversy and we're studying the 
issue? 

A. To the best of my knowledge, their position 
is that the cause is not known so, therefore, they 
can't say that it does not cause because if the 
cause is not known, they wouldn't know how to say 
it the other way. 

Q. What is the next most significant 

episode in the development of the controversy, 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

from your perspective? Realize now that we're in 
the late 50's, early 60's. 

MR. KENNEY: Well, just let me object 

for a moment. Do you want him to assume that he -- 
you have to give him a starting point, and then 
take him to a point -- did anything significant 
happen during that time? 

MR. CAROSO: 1 understand. 

Q. I'm trying to take you back in time 

to your early years in the American Tobacco 
Company. You have indicated to me that when you 
first came to American, you personally were aware 
of this controversy with respect to smoking and 
health and that shortly thereafter at American 
Tobacco you became aware that American Tobacco had 
a position with respect to the controversy. 

Were there any events or episodes 
that you perceive to be significant with respect 
to the development of this controversy? 

MR. KENNEY: After 1957? 

MR. CAROSO: Sure. 

MR. KENNEY: Could you help the 
witness out and say between '57 and today or '57 
and 


MR . CARUSO: 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

Q. Let's say between 1960 and 1965. 

A. From the claims and data being produced and 


so forth, it appears to me that it's been an 
ongoing thing from the 40's; one adding to the 
other to the other; from both the data base and 
the claims and the questionable data. I — 

Q. As a reference point, let's say the 

Surgeon General's report, the first Surgeon 
General's report -- do you remember when that was 
issued? 

A. Yes . 


Q. Can you tell me when that was? 

A. I believe that was 1964. 

Q. Do you remember what the essence of 

the Surgeon General's report was? 

A. The Surgeon General -- one of the things the 
Surgeon General said was that cigarette smoking 
caused lung cancer. 

Q. So now, were you aware of this in 

1964, the Surgeon General's position? 

A. I was. I didn't read the report in its 
entirety in '64. 1 subsequently did after that 

but ... 


Q. But you were aware at some point 

after the report was issued that. Hey, the Surgeon 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

General of the United States took the following 
position regarding cigarette smoking and certain 
diseases? 

A. Yes. 

Q. So now we are in '64/ and as opposed 

to 1957/ when it was your understanding that there 
were doctors out there or scientists out there, 
the background of which you did not know, who were 
making certain claims with respect to cigarette 
smoking and health, now it's 1964, and we have the 
Surgeon General of the United States saying 
cigarette smoking does whatever it does. 

Did'the position taken by an 
authority, such as the Surgeon General, have a 
greater impact upon you as opposed to these, quote, 
claims, unquote, that formed the basis of your 
awareness back in, say, '57? 

A. You ask an awful lot, and I'm afraid I'm not 
going to answer it the way you ask it. Please say 
it again. 

0. In 1957 there were claims that 

cigarette smoking was hazardous to one's health. 

You testified that you did not know the background 
of the individuals, if they were individuals, 
plural, who were making such claims. So you 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

cannot comment one way or another on the validity 
of the claims. 

Now, it's 1964, and you have the 
Surgeon General of the United States saying 
cigarette smoking is associated with or causes 
certain diseases. Now, we're not talking about 
some doctor whose background you don't know. 

We're talking about the Surgeon General of the 
United States. 

My question to you is: Did the 
Surgeon General's report have a greater influence 
upon your thinking than the unknown source of 
. claims back in 1957? 

MR. KENNEY: Let me just make one 
comment. You have the question. I don't have any 
objection to the question, but I don't recall his 
testimony exactly as you rephrased it or 
characterized it. So that if, without recognizing 
that your question -- without accepting your 
preface to your question, I don't have any 
objection to the question, but I don't accept all 
of your preface to the question as being what he 
testified to. 

Now, if you'd repeat that question 
and not the preface, the witness can answer, if he 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 
can. 

Q. Mr. Truitt, do you understand what 

I'm asking you? 

MR. KENNEY: Let her read it back. I 

I 
i 

think he will. ! 

I 

(Question is read as follows: "Did 
the Surgeon General’s report have a greater 

8 influence upon your thinking than the unknown 

9 source of claims back in 1957?) 

A . NO . 

Q. Subsequent to your becoming aware of 

the Surgeon General's position in 1964 or shortly 
thereafter,.was your opinion, with respect to this 
controversy, affected in any way whatsoever, 
vis-a-vis, your opinion that you told me about 
earlier that you had in 1957 when you first came 
to American? 

A. I'm sorry. My -- 

Q. You held one opinion in 1957. Did 

you hold the same opinion in '64 subsequent to -- 
MR. KENNEY: With regard to the 
health claims? 

MR. CAROSO: Yes, sir. 

MNAT 00020473 

A. Yes, same opinion. 

Q. Are you aware that the Surgeon 
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R. ?. Truitt - direct 

General requires a warning to be placed on the 
packages of cigarettes? 

A• lam. 


Q. Do you know when the warning first 

was required to be placed on the packages? 

A. I believe the first warning was in 1966. 

Q. Do you know why the Surgeon General 

requested that the warnings be placed and Congress 
mandated that the warnings be placed upon packages 
of cigarettes? Do you hold an opinion? 

A. I don't'know why they felt it was necessary 


to place a warning on the package of cigarettes, 
no.' 

Q. Is that because it was your opinion 

that cigarette smoking did not cause disease? 

A. I feel that the public had been warned by 

all of the publicity in the newspaper and the 
media and all of the things written, the claims 
that had been made, that it wasn't necessary to 
place a warning on the package of cigarettes. 

Q. Do you know what the content of the 

first warning was? 

A. The first warning was. Cigarette Smoking May 
Be Hazardous to Your Health or something like that; 
pretty close. MNAT 00020474 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 


Do you know if that warning has ever 


been changed? 


It has. 


Q. Do you know when? 

A. Not sure; 1969? *70? In that range. 


Do you know what the new warning 


stated? 


8 A. I wouldn't want to be held to the exact word, 

9 but it does say, Warning: Cigarette Smoking Is 
10 Dangerous to Your Health or something to that 


11 effect. 


Do you perceive there to be a 


13 difference between the first warning and the 

14 second warning? 

15 A. No. 

16 Q. Do you believe they are similar? 


17 A. 


Very similar. 


Do you have any opinion as to why the 


19 warning was changed? 


20 A. 


At this point in time, 1969, 1970, I 


22 believe you were general superintendent in Durham? 


23 A. 


In 1969 I was assistant -- well, Assistant 


24 Manager. 


M NAT 00020475 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

controversy with respect to smoking and health at 
this time was receiving wide-spread publicity. 

Would that be fair to say? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Did you discuss this issue with any 

of your superiors? 

A. I don't remember anything specific, but yes, 

from time to time. 

Q. Were you aware of what American's 

position was on this controversy in 1969, 1970? 

A. Yes. 

Q. what was their position? 

A. The same one that I’ve just previously 

stated . 

Q . You told me earlier that you were not 

influenced by the Surgeon General's report any 
more so than by the, quote, claims, unquote, which 
you were familiar with in 1957. 

Did you dismiss the Surgeon General's 
report as being unfounded? 

A. No. The Surgeon General, to my 
understanding, does not do any scientific work but 
uses published data and published papers, 
published reports in order to base his findings 
and understanding, and it's our understanding, my 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

understanding that there's conflicting data and 
that the data he used is one-sided. 

Q. Upon what do you base your statement 

that the data he used is one-sided? 

A. Because I believe there's conflicting data 
to any specific claim, such as cigarette smoking 
causes lung cancer. 

Q. How do you know that? 

A. Because I do not believe -that the cause of 
cancer is known. 

Q. How do you know that? 

A. I think that's a scientific fact that the 
cause of cancer is not known. 

Q. Let's assume for the moment that 

cigarette smoking does not cause cancer; nobody 
ever said it did. All right? How do you know 
that cigarette smoking does not cause other 
diseases? Not cancer. Heart disease; emphysema. 

MR. KENNEY; Excuse me just for a 
moment. The testimony of Mr. Truitt has not been 
previously that it does not cause a particular 
disease. 


Q. I'm sorry. Is it your position that 

it has not been proven that cigarette smoking does 
not cause a particular disease? MNAT 00020477 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

MR. KENNEY: Excuse me. That wasn't 
his testimony either. 

MR. CARUSO: Well, then, maybe we can 

start from scratch. 

Q. What is your position with respect to 

cigarette smoking and disease? 

A. It has not been proven that cigarette 
smoking causes disease. 

Q. Upon what facts do you base that 

statement, do you come to form that opinion? 

A. It is my understanding that there is no 
proof . 

* 

Q. I- understand that that is your 

understanding, but how did you come to formulate 
that understanding? 

A. I've read in the newspaper, I've heard 

people say, this is -- it's not established, it's 
not true or not known; not known. 

Q. What have you read in the newspaper 

to that effect? 

A. I can't site you specifically. I'm not a 
doctor. 

Q . Do you know if the Surgeon General is 


a doctor? 

A, I believe he is. 


MNAT 00020478 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

Q. Who have you spoken with on this 

topic? You told me the premise of your 
understanding is that you've read things in the 
paper and spoken with people? 

A. 1 can't remember/ specifically, who I've 

talked to. 

Q. Have you spoken with medical doctors? 

A. Not specifically on this subject. 

Q. So the premise for your understanding 

that cigarette smoking has not been shown to cause 
disease is what you've read in the newspaper and 
conversation with people whom you say are not 
specifically medical doctors. 

Do you have any other basis for your 
statement that cigarette smoking has not been 
shown to cause disease? 

A. I don’t believe that the amount of money 

that's being spent on cancer research would be 
spent if the cause of cancer was known. 

Q. Do you feel you are qualified to 

render an opinion as to whether or not cigarette 
smoking causes disease? 

A. No. 

Q. Do you feel as Executive MNAT 00020479 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

should have the qualifications to render an 
opinion as to whether or not cigarette smoking 
causes disease? 

A. I feel that our company has taken the 

necessary steps by the steps that I have 
previously shown you and told you about to believe 
that we are producing a safe product. 

Q. Are you basing that statement upon 

what people have told you, what you have heard, 
what you have read, or upon your own personal 
knowledge? 

A. It is not my responsibility but the Chief 

Executive Officer's' responsibi 1 ities . of American 
Tobacco to monitor this subject -- 

Q. Are you familiar with the health 

literature with respect to cigarette smoking and 
disease, you personally? 

A. No . 

Q. Do you have any training in the area 

of any medical background? 

A. No . 


Q. So how is it that you come to the 

conclusion or the opinion that cigarette smoking 
has not been shown to cause disease? 

A. Say that again, please. MNAT 00020480 
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MR. KENNEY: Let me just object for a 

5 moment. That question has been asked before. 

6 MR. CARUSO: I understand that. 

7 Q. I'm speaking of you, Mr. Truitt, as 

8 opposed to whatever American Tobacco's position is 

9 on this subject. 

A. Well, my position and American Tobacco's 
position is the same. 

Q. But how have you come to the position? 

Now, American Tobacco may have other resources at 
its disposal. 

A. But the company position is that there is 
scientific controversy and that there is nothing 
today that says that smoke -- 

Q. Okay. That's a fair statement, and I 

understand that, but what I'm saying to you is, 
how do you know that? How do you know that that 
is the company's position? That will be the first 
question. 

A. I don't know how I know that. I know it. 

Q. Do you know how that position was 

formulated, the company’s position? MNAT 00020481 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

A. The company, through the Council for Tobacco 

Research and through the Scientific Advisory Board, 
the Board which has selected, independently of the 
company and its control, research to be done in 
the question areas and seeking answers for the 
questions that have been raised and all of the 
data that's been collected, and it's the findings 
and the understanding, to the best of my knowledge, 
that there is nothing that specifically says 
cigarette smoking causes anything. 

Q. Did you read that someplace in an 

American Tobacco Company memorandum or a document 
that came across your desk or .in a trade journal 
or something that the position of American Tobacco 
Company on this issue is such and such? 

A. No. 

Q. Did you come to this understanding 

from word of mouth or is this something that Mr. 
Lougee told you? Is it something that Mr. Hays 
told you? Is it something that somobody on the 
Scientific Advisory Board told you? 

MR. KENNEY: There's about three 
questions in one there. If you take them one at a 
time, I think he'll better know exactly which 
question you're asking. MNAT 00020482 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 
A. Well — 

MR. KENNEY: I've asked him to 

rephrase it. The form of the question, I objected 
to it. 

Q. Did Mr. Lougee tell you what the 

position of American Tobacco Company was? 

A. We have had conversations about this area, 

yes . 

Q. Is your answer to the question yes? 

Mr. Lougee told you what the position of American 
Tobacco was on this subject? 

A. The position of American Tobacco was known 
to me before Mr. Lougee had the Chief Executive 
Office. I'm not sure who told me. 

Q» Have you ever spoken personally with 

any members of the Scientific Advisory Board? 

A . No . 

Q. It’s my understanding from your 

testimony and from Mr. Lougee's testimony that it 
is the authority or the responsibility, I'm sorry, 
of the CEO to articulate and determine what the 
company's position is on the issue of cigarette 
smoking and health. Is that correct? 

A. I'm not sure I understand what you’re -- 
Q. Who decides what American Tobacco 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

Company's position is with respect to this 
cigarette smoking and health controversy? 

A. The Chief Executive Officer has the 
responsibility to keep abreast of all the 
developments there that are involved with smoking 
and health. 

Q. So if you were the CEO of American 

Tobacco, that would be your responsibility? 

A. That has been the responsibility through the 

years without assuming. If I were the CEO, I 
would assume that responsibility, yes. 

Q. Do you presently, in your capacity as 

Executive Vice-president', review any medical 
literature on the issue of smoking and health? 

A . No . 


Q. Are you involved in any fashion or 

manner in the development of the company's 
position or the formulation of the company’s 
position on smoking and health or is this 
something that comes out of Mr. Lougee's office 
exclus ively? 

A. It's two questions. 

Q. I understand. I'm sorry. But do you 

understand what I'm asking you? MNAT 00020484 

Do you have any input into what the 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

1 position of American Tobacco Company is on the 

2 issue of smoking and health? 

3 A. No. 

4 Q. Do you know whether or not American 

5 Tobacco Company has ever issued, any statements to 

6 its employees with respect to the smoking 

7 controversy? 

8 A. I'm not aware of any. 

9 Q. I hesitate to characterize your 

10 testimony, but if I understand you correctly, 

11 you're telling me that your position on smoking 

12 and health is essentially that position 

l 

13 articulated by American Tobacco Company? 

14 A. That is correct. 

. 15 Q. If the position of American Tobacco 

16 Company were to change tomorrow, would your 

17 position change? 

18 A. I can't speculate on that. I’d just have to 

19 look at what the change was and the circumstances 

20 surrounding it before X could do that. 

21 Q. I understand, and I'm not asking you 

22 to speculate. I'm asking you, in essence, a 

23 hypothetical question. 

24 Assume that Mr. Lougee calls you into 

25 his office and says, The Scientific Advisory Board 
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1 has convinced me that cigarette smoking does, in 

2 fact, cause a, b, c, d. Would you then be 

3 convinced that cigarette smoking causes a, b, c 

4 and d? 

5 A. I can't hypothesize on something like that 

6 Q. Why is that? 

7 A. Just -- well, I'd have to know everything 

8 surrounding; all of the circumstances. And a 
9- hypothesis like that is just -- 

10 Q. I don't understand, sir. Why would 

11 you have to know everything about it if today you 

12- don't know everything about it? You've told me 

13 that you're-not familiar with the medical 

14 literature. You've told me that it's your 

15 understanding that there is an open controversy. 

16 You told me that your opinion is premised upon 

17 what you've read in the newspaper and what you've 

18 heard and, also, conversations with Mr. Lougee. 

19 Now, if Mr. Lougee at American 

20 Tobacco would articulate a different position 

21 tomorrow based upon what the Scientific Advisory 

22 Board told Mr. Lougee, why would you have to know — 

23 when you say all the circumstances, what do you 

24 mean by "all the circumstances"? MNAT 00020486 

25 A. I'd like to know the atmosphere of which 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

it's been developed; what has been said; what the 
severity is. I'd like to understand it. I can't 
hypothesize here without knowing those things. 

Q. Do you know Dr. Sheldon Sommers? Do 

you know the name? 

A. No . 


Q. Do you know whether or not Mr. Lougee 

keeps abreast of the medical literature with 
respect to smoking and health? 

A. I know that's his responsibility. 

Q. If you were the CEO, would you keep 

abreast of the medical literature? 

A. If it' were my responsibility, I would 

exercise that; whatever my responsibilities were. 

Q. I take it you believe today that the 

issue of cigarette smoking and health is, 
essentially, an open controversy? 

A. It certainly is a controversy. There are 
claims out there, but the claims -- and there's 
controversy, yee. 

Q. What would have to happen to satisfy 

you personally that there were more than just 
claims but that they were, in fact, legitimate 
claims? MNAT 00020487 

A. I really don't know how to answer that. 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

Q. It's sort of an open question. I 

premise it upon your statements to me that, 
apparently, you're not satisfied with the Surgeon 
General's position on the controversy. Apparently, 
you are influenced by the position of American 
Tobacco Company, and I don't use the term "influence" 
in the derogatory sense but just to disassociate 
the two positions. 

Obviously, the Surgeon General takes 
■a different position on the issue than the 
American Tobacco Company, and I would like to know 
what would be necessary for you to come to the 
conclusion -- what information would you need to 
come to the conclusion that, in fact, these are 
legitimate claims; it just isn't an open 
controversy, but in fact, the controversy is not 
closed; cigarette smoking does cause, in fact, a, 
b, c and d? 

A. At this point, the cause of the things we've 
talked about are not known. I'd have to see what 
was said and what claims were made, but at this 
point, I can't answer that. I don't know. 

Q. Would you rely on other people's 

opinion and guidance to come to the conclusion 
whether or not cigarette smoking does, in fact, 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

1 cause certain illnesses? 

2 A. We would continue to investigate the 

3 circumstances as we are presently funding 

4 independent research. 

5 Q. That wasn't my question. My question 

6 is: You are, obviously, not a medical doctor. So 

7 you would obviously have to, I would think and 

8 correct me if I'm wrong, rely upon scientific 

9 medical people who you perceive to be eminent in 

10 their fields to guide you or advise you one way or 

11 another with respect to this whole issue of 

12 smoking and health. Am I correct? 

13 A. . The cause of cancer or cause of disease 

14 related to smoking is not known. Until -- I just 

15 can't speculate on that. I don't know how I'd 

16 react. I just can't speculate. 

17 Q. I’m not asking you to speculate. I'm 

18 asking you, would you come to the conclusion, in a 

19 vacuum, if you were put in a room with -- assume 

20 there's 10,000 articles on the subject, and you 

21 had the time and the background and you read them, 

22 would you come to the conclusion, you, Mr. Truitt, 

23 with your background today, after reading 10,000 

24 medical articles or would you consult with other 

25 people who are trained in the various scientific 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 
fields related to this issue? 

A. I do not know, under those circumstances, 

how I would react. I don't know the circumstances 
you're talking about. 

Q• Jou know how to manufacture a 

cigarette. Correct? 

A. Yes . 

Q. You can tell me the difference 

between certain types of tobacco. Correct? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Would you consider yourself an expert 

in -- I don't know if there is such a field, but 
in the field of cigarette manufacturing? 

A. I would say I've had considerable experience. 

Q. Would you say you have similar 

experience in the area of smoking and health? 

I'm not trying to trap you. The 
answer is, obviously, no. 

MR. KENNEY: Well, let me suggest 
that if you want to ask the question, let the 
witness answer it and not suggest an answer. 

MR. CARUSO: All right. That's fair. 

MR. KENNEY: Nobody has indicated 
that you're trying to trap him. MNAT 00020490 

MR. CARUSO: I understand. I'm sorry. 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

A. I am not a medical doctor, and I'm not a 
scientist. 

Q. So if you needed the answer to a 

medical question or a scientific question, would 
you go to Mr. Lougee, the cigarette manufacturer, 
or would you go to a medical doctor or a scientist? 
A. You're asking me to put myself in a position 
where I'm making a decision based upon something 
that is not a fact, and I find that very difficult 
to do . 

Q. What I'm asking you is, how do you 

know it's not a fact? That's what I'm get getting 

» 

at. 

A. The cause of cancer is not known is our 
belief, my belief, the company's belief, and 
medical research is ongoing, millions and millions 
of dollars committed to finding the cause of 
cancer, and we fund independent research through 
the Scientific Advisory Board. 

We feel that we're doing — trying to answer 
all the questions that are out there, and if it 
hasn't been found at this point, let's hope that 
somewhere along the line the cause of cancer will 
be found. MNAT 000 20491 

Q. Do you know whether or not the 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

company has a position on cigarette smoking with 
respect to emphysema? 

A. I don't understand what you mean. 

Q. Well, you've told me cigarette 

smoking has not been shown to cause cancer because 
nobody knows what causes cancer. Do you know if 
the medical community knows what causes emphysema? 

A. To my knowledge, no. 

Q. Would you say it's an open 

controversy as to whether or not cigarette smoking 
causes any illnesses whatsoever? 

A. Yes . 

Q. Do you still smoke today, sir? 

A. Pardon? 

Q. Do you smoke presently? 

A. I smoke cigars occasionally. 

Q. Did you ever smoke cigarettes? 

A. Yes. 

Q. When did you begin smoking cigarettes? 

A. When I was 19 years old. 

Q. What brand did you smoke? 

A. Lucky Strike. 

Q. How long did you continue smoking 

cigarettes? 

A. Ontil the end of last year. mnat 00020492 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

Q. Did you smoke any other brands other 

than the Lucky Strike on a regular basis? 

A. Yes. I smoked Tareyton. 

Q. When did you switch to Tareyton? 

A. 1966. 

Q. Was the Tareyton cigarette a filtered 

cigarette? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Was the Lucky Strike? 

A. No . 

Q. Did you stop smoking cigarettes last 

year for any particular reason? 

A. I don't even characterize myself as having 

stopped smoking. I just haven't smoked. I .'.ad 
the flu or high temperature possible -- suspect of 
pneumonia, and I just haven't smoked since. 

Q. When you were smoking cigarettes on a 

regular basis, how many packs a day did you smoke? 

A. I really don't know. 

Q. Excess of one? Less than one? 

A. More than one. 

Q. Has any medical doctor ever told you 

to cease smoking? 

MNAT 00020493 

A. No. 

Q. Are you on any medication today? 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 
A. No . 

Q» Do you suffer from any disease that 

you know of? 

A. Glaucoma is the only thing I know. 

Q. Has anybody ever told you you suffer 

from emphysema? 

A. No. 

Q. Do you have a family physician? 

A. Company physician. 

Q. Do you get examined on a regular' 

basis? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Ches t X-rays ? 

A. Yes . 

Q. Every year? 

A. Either every year or every other year. I’m 

not sure. 

MR. KENNEY: Do you want to take a 

break? 
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MR. CARUSO: No. 

Q. Do you believe there's an association 

between cigarette smoking and disease? 

A. Association. There have been many studies 
showing association, and -- but none have ever 

shown association related to the cause of disease 
1 --;-:-—--- MNAT 00020494 - 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 
so -- 

Q. What I'm trying to do is 

differentiate between proof of causation, which I 
believe you have told me that cigarette smoking 
has not been shown to be a proof of causation, as 
opposed to an association of smoking and disease. 

What is your testimony with respect 
to whether or not cigarette smoking has been shown 
to be associated with disease? 

A. As I said, there have been many, many 
studies which have attempted to show association 
with anything -- I don't know what particular -- 
and there's a difference, in my opinion, between 
association and cause, and I don’t know who did 
the studies. I don't know the background of it. 

So therefore, I'm just not qualified. 

Q. That's a fair statement. what in 

your mind is the difference between association 
and cause? 

A. Association, like given a number; an average 
or association; an average of something versus 
knowing specifically that something has happened. 

Q. Are you using the language knowing 

something is happening to equate the proof of 
causation? MNAT 00020495 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

A. Correct. 

Q* Have you ever heard of one cigarette 

being referred to as, quote, a safer cigarette, 
unquote, as opposed to another kind of cigarette? 

A. No. 

Q. Do you have an opinion one way or 

another as to whether or not a filtered cigarette 
is a safer cigarette? Again, safer with respect 
to this whole health controversy than a 
nonfiltered cigarette? 

A. No. 
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Q. If Congress decided tomorrow that 

they no longer are going to mandate warnings on 
packages of cigarettes, would you be involved in 
the decision at American Tobacco Company whether 
or not you would still place a warning on a pack 
of cigarettes, assuming you did not have to 
according to law? 

A. I don't know whether I would be or not. 

Q. Do you have an opinion today as to 

what American Tobacco Company would, in fact, do 
if Congress no longer mandated a warning on a 
package of cigarettes? 

A. No. I wouldn't offer an opinion. MNAT 00020496 

Q. Who would make that decision? 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

A. Well, I'm sure the Chief Executive Officer 

of American Tobacco would be involved with the 
decision. 

Q» Who else would be involved from your 

perspective, if anybody? 

A. Whoever he wanted to help him make the 
decision. 

Q. It is one of the prerogatives of 

being the CEO? 

A. That's correct. 

Q. If he asked you for your advice on 

the subject, what would you say? 

A. At this point,. I really don't have any feel 
for that. I can't answer that. 

Q. Are you telling me, sir, that if Mr. 

Lougee asked you today what your feelings were 
with respect to the warning on a package of 
cigarettes assuming, in effect, he did not have a 
warning, you'd say to him, I have no feelings one 
way or another? 

A. I would like to know how it came about; if 
it came about; when it came about. 

Q. Under what circumstances, if any, 

would you render an opinion that the warnings 
should be kept on the package of cigarettes? 


107 


waga and spinelli 


MNAT 00020497 


405 Northfmd A»«nut 


http://legacyJibrary.ucsf.e0u^iol)kj<jt(lff2EO/2Wpffllfv.industrydocuments. ucsf.edu/docs/yggl0001 



ROTECTED BY MINNESOTA TOBACCO LITIGATION PROTECTIVE ORDER 

103 

P. Truitt - direct 

You're telling me that you'd like to 
iow the circumstances in order to evaluate 
iether or not you would give the opinion to keep 
>e warning on a cigarette package, to take them 
if, and it intimates to me that there are 
.rcumstanees under which you would and you would 
it keep the warning on a package of cigarettes. 

I -- 

MR. KENNEY: There's no question 
snding. It was just a statement. 

Q. Right. Are there any circumstances 

ider which you would be of the opinion that the 
irning label should stay on a package of ' 
igarettes? 

I do not know. 

Q. Are you aware that there are people 

10 claim that cigarettes are addicting? 

Yes . 

Q. How did you come to that awareness? 

, I've seen it written in the paper. I've 
sard people make the statements. 

q. Do you have an opinion on the subject 

l whether or not cigarette smoking is addicting? 

. I don’t believe cigarette smoking is 
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R. P. Truitt - direct 

Q« Do you know whether or not the 

Government requires you -- "you" being American 
Tobacco Company — to publicize tar and nicotine 
content of brands of cigarettes in advertising? 

A. That's not my area of responsibility. I 

don't think they do, but I don't -- I'm not sure. 

Q. Does tar and nicotine content in a 

cigarette have any significance? 

A. Excuse me? 

Q. Does the tar and nicotine content of 

a cigarette have any significance to you? When 
somebody speaks of a low tar cigarette versus a 
high tar cigarette,•what's the difference as 
opposed to simply the content? 

MR. KENNEY: Excuse me. 

A. You mean -- 

MR. KENNEY: No. Let me object. I 

think you better take it one at a time. You have 
a couple of questions pending. 

Do you want to finish with this 
question, and then we'll -- 

Q. Do different brands of cigarettes 

have different tar and nicotine content? 

A, Yes. MNAT 00020499 

Q. How come? Is it a function of 
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R. P. Truitt - dir«ct 
tobacco, the type of tobacco? 

A. It could be many reasons. 

Q. Such as? 

A. Well, a filter cigarette normally has less 
tar and nicotine than a nonfilter. 

Q. What is low tar and nicotine or high 

tar and nicotine, simply, with respect to American 
Tobacco Company's products? 

A. Well, our number one cigarette for American 

Tobacco is Pall Mall red. 

Q. Onfiltered? 

A. Dnfiltered. 

Q. Do you believe the general smoking 

public perceives that filtered cigarettes are a 
safer cigarette as opposed to a nonfiltered 
cigarette? 

A. I could not in any way speculate as to what 

the public perceives. I don't know. 

MR. CARUSO: No further questions. 
Thank you for your time. 

THE WITNESS: Thank you very much. 

MR. KENNEY: I have no questions. 
(Deposition is concluded.) 
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